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ve just finished Grant Ennis’ Dark PR, (https://Inkd.in/eedhGGqz) a fantastic examination of how corporations have 
repeatedly used the same methods to push responsibility from the creators of harm to its victims. 

Drawing parallels between the tobacco industries, junk food manufacturers, campaigners for the automotive 
industry and latterly the fossil fuel lobby. Consistent across each of these is the reluctance of these industries to accept 
responsibility for the damage they cause and the tools they have all used to try and shift blame to the individual. Through 
claims of genetic roots for lung cancer and diabetes in the case of smoking and high sugar foods, or victim blaming when it 
comes to road violence. Helmets and Hi Viz for everyone! 

The case of carbon footprinting is a fascinating one, created by the industry itself, it is simultaneously a tool to 
help individuals understand their own environmental impact and a distraction from where the biggest changes need to 
happen, at systemic and corporate level. As Ennis’ puts it, aggregate individual action is not the same as collective action 
and we cannot achieve our aims by all doing “the right thing”. 

So this brings us to the recent article in Nature pointing out the hypocrisy of the academic community who 
continue to fly whilst understanding and admitting the environmental damage caused by that action. “Academics say 
flying to meetings harms the climate — but they carry on”. 
https://lnkd.in/e8ucAMad . 

We at the Grantham Centre for Sustainable Futures University of Sheffield, have faced this dilemma recently. We 
are invited to attend the COP summits each year as non-governmental observers, but that necessarily means significant 
carbon expenditure. Can we justify over a tonne of carbon per participant? Is our involvement valuable enough in the 
context of the global fight against climate change? | don’t have the answer to these questions, as it stands all we can dois 
try to maximise the impact of our involvement, but how many public talks, how many journal articles, how many school 
kids engaged with counterbalances a long haul flight and several nights in a chain hotel? 

Which brings us back to Dark PR and its take on hypocrisy: “We don’t need to act ethically all the time to fight for a 
better world, This argument that lifestyles must be congruent with values leads to values matching actions, not actions 
matching values.” 

Can we excuse ourselves when we don’t fully live our values, because we are imperfect people living in an 
imperfect world? Or do we need to model the behaviours we wish to see in others, in spite of how hard and expensive that 
lifestyle can be? 


